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inventories and MIS reporting, and to perform storage inspections, that their ability to

supervise the applicators in the field is limited.

4.2.3. Recommendation(s) and Observation(s)
Observation

Arisk assessment should be performed as to the actual benefits gained by
certain requirements and examine the possibility of reducing the non-essential checks
and cross-checks of certain tasks that have a low impact. An example is as follows. If
five grams of DRC 1339 are missing from a bottle is it more likely to have been stolen or
used and recorded incorrectly? What damage could it do compared to 5 grams of
sodium cyanide? There are no easy answers, but now that the DHS has identified those
COl’s, one should base inspections and documentation on those products. It would be
far more beneficial to have a District Supervisor in the field examining how their
applicator is working safely and following all restrictions on the pesticide label, rather
than having them examine a storage cabinet to determine if it meets WS requirements,

especially after it has already been determined to meet all standards in previous audits.

4.3. Evaluation of current training.

4.3.1. Strength(s)

All pesticide applicators are required to be certified by the State as applicators and
those states that sell pesticides to customers have State Dealer Licenses. The WS requires
these credentials to ensure that their applicators are following all State and local regulations,
even though many are exempted by Sovereign Immunity and other State enacted laws. The
willingness of WS to demonstrate its willingness to fully cooperate and interact with the State

officials should be continued and encouraged.

4.3.2. Weakness(es)

Lack of written documentation of specialized training and a comprehensive training

plan of requirements are weaknesses in the program.

EnviroHygiene LLC Section 4 — Page 19 of 29 472612008

Page 205 of 342





